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Fetronilla ; bnt that happened before he was called to 
the apostleship. 

Salviano — Oh, how you deceive yotirself, my friend ; 
you think that the apostles left their wives for 
ever! If we are to believe the fabulous accounts, 
either tacitly or expressly approved by yonr Church, 
the person married at the marriage of Cana was St. 
John the Evangelist Do you think that this man, 
having seen the miracle that Jesus wrought under 
those circumstances, left his wife entirely, and for 
ever, to follow the Redeemer? Did Jesus Christ 
come to separate on earth those whom his Father had 
joined together in heaven ? Did he come to upset the 
ordinances of God and of nature, to break the closest of 
all unions, to induce the husband to violate bis matri- 
monial pledge ? Oh, no. On the contrary, the divine 
Redeemer, by his most holy doctrine, abrogated the 
ancient law, or, rather, the corrupt custom of the Jews, 
declaring to their face that it was not lawful for them 
to put away their wives eicept for adultery. Now, ac- 
cording to your opinion, the practice of Jesus diifered 
from his theory, if he obliged his disciples to forsake 
their wives ; but if he had done so, what would not his 
inveterate enemies, who were the close observers of all his 
doings, have said of him who denies that, when ne- 
cessity demands it, we ought to give up everything, even 
life itself? Justice demands that we should leave the 
earth for him who, for our sakes, came down from 
heaven. Parents, wives, possessions are to be forsaken 
when they stand in the way of our salvation — when these 
transitory things may prove an obstacle to the pursuit 
of eternal things j but you consider those to be angels 
on earth who, having left their wives without necessity, 
devote themselves to the monastic life. I say, without 
necessity, because a believer may- be saved without 
being a monk. You say that a young girl gains much 
merit who, having forsaken her parents, takes refuge 
in a nunnery. The monastic life is a human invention, 
norcan youdeny it. The Church of Jesus Clirist did with- 
out these things formore than three centuries, nor is there 
atraceof suchakindofllfetobefoundin the Holy Scrip- 
tures. Marriage, however, is a Divine ordinance. God 
will not have man to put asunder those whom he hath 
joined together. God and nature dictate that children 
should take care of their parents when they are old ; ne- 
vertheless, in your opinion, they may break the laws of 
God and nature, to follow the inventions of men. The 
husband may forsake his wife, or the daughter her mo- 
ther, to lead a monastic life. The poor, afflicted mo- 
ther may crave assistance from her daughter; she may 
show her white hair, her withered and trembling hands, 
the bosom on which she was nursed, and, in spite of all 
that, her daughter may behave like one that is blind 
and deaf, and betake herself to a cloister. Now, don't 
you see that the very thought of this, in every heart 
that is under the fear of God, excites horror, and that 
it is repugnant to nature, and contrary to his law ? Ah, 
undeceive yourself! The daughter may — nay, she 
ought, to forsake her mother.if she should ask her to do 
what is ungodly, if she should command Iier to do 
things contrary to the commands of God. Yes, then, 
but only tlien, is the daughter obliged to leave her mo- 
ther, and to refuse her obedience. True it is, and all agree 
about it, that if the mother disobeys God the daughter 
ought not to obey her will. But if, on the other hand, the 
mother permits her daughter to serve Christ in her own 
house; if she brings her up virtuously ; if she exhorts 
her to the fear of God ; if she guides her to salvation, 
then the mother is as Christian as the abbess, and her 
house is far more holy than the nunnery. Oh, how 
many young persons, who are lost in these places, would 
be saved in their own houses. And although daugh- 
ters may be saved in the house of a virtuous and pious 
mother, without going into a cloister, nevertheless, 
according to your fine rules, they do better to become 
nuns, in spite of their mothers. Don't you perceive that 
you transgress the holy law of God by your traditions ? 
You warmly maintain that Peter's daughter, Petronilla, 
was born before he was called to the apostleship. Pray, 
how do you know this ? Petronilla is a name derived 
from Peter j and every one knows that the Apostle re- 
ceived this name at the very time when he was chosen 
to the apostleship ; therefore, he had this daughter 
after he became an Apostle ; and as lie received the 
name of Peter so he called his daughter Petronilla. In 
fact, it is not true that the Apostles forsook their wives 
entirely, and this is clear in St. Paul — " Have not we 
power," saitli lie, " to lead about a sister, a wife, as well 
as other Apostles, and as the brethren of the Lord and 
Cephas?" 

Eustachio — You must not suppose that these women 
were the wives of the Apostles ; quite the contrary : 
they were rich women, who accompanied the Apostles 
in their journeys, and supplied all their wants. 

Saloiano — And who can have persuaded you that 
the holy Apostles, having forsaken their lawful wives, 
led about with them oilier women ? That would not only 
have been an inconvenience to them, but a scandal ; 
and the Jews, as well as the Gentiles, would surely have 
viewed it in a very bad light. Besides which, the Apos- 
tles would have little business with such company, in 
the long journeys that they were obliged to make. 
Pray, do not deceive yourself. These women could not 



have been rich, since St. Paul said that he did not 
bring a woman with him, that he might not burden the 
Corinthians. Give yourself the trouble to read the 
entire chapter, and you will be persuaded of this. 
What bnidea could it have been to the Corinthians, if 
Paul had brought with him a rich lady ? It would have 
been beneficial to them rather than bnrtful, if this 
woman bad provided the Apostle with all that he re- 
quired. You are in error, and your error arises from 
the transposition of the words. In the Greek text, it 
is not a woman, a sister, but a sister, a woman (or wife), 
from which we may see plainly, that the word sister 
points out the sex of the person, and her religions com- 
munion. The word woman would then be superfluous, 
if it did not denote something further. And what can 
it denote, if not the bond of marriage ? The Apostle, 
by saying sister, speaks of one who was a woman and 
a Christian ; and by using the word woman, he means 
one who was united in marriage to one of the Apcst'es. 
Tertullian, Clement of Alexandria, and Pope Leo IX. 
are of this opinion; we may add that which Ecchius 
relates labout St. Peter — " This great hero, seeing his 
wife led to martyrdom, was much rejoiced, and, calling 
her by name, said, ' Oh, remember the Lord !' " 
CTo be continuedj 
The foregoing dialogue was sent anonymously, from 
Italy, to the editor otL'Echo di Savonarola, a periodical 
published in London, in the Italian language. It is 
now translated and published, in English, with his per- 
mission. 



THK MORTMAIN QUESTION. 
We mentioned in our last number our intention of 
calling the attention of our readers to the extraordinary 
influence which many of the Komish doctrines exercise, 
in pouring wealth into the cofl"ers of theKoman Catholic 
Church, and the unscrupulous use which is made of that 
influence by her clergy. We shall select for our first 
instance the well-known case of Melairie v. Wiseman, 
as one powerfully illustrating, not merely the oppor. 
tunities which the Romish system opens for undue in- 
fluence, but as also exhibiting, in a remarkable point of 
view, the extent to which zeal in the promotion of their 
objects blinds the eyes of her votaries to the plainest 
principles of professional honour, and to the most ob- 
vious dictates of honesty. The facts of that case, as 
elicited by the Mortmain Committee of the House of 
Commons, and published by the order of that House, 
were as follows :— 

" Matharin Carre, a Erench teacher, had by his pro- 
fession, and the exercise of all those penurious arts by 
which avarice accumulates wealth, put together money 
to the amount of £10,000. This wealth was vested in 
the public funds, in two specific sums of £7,00U and 
£3,000. At the close of Pebruary, 1847, this old miser, 
supposed to be about 77 years of age, was taken sud- 
denly ill. A French Roman Catholic doctor, of the 
name of Gasquet, was sent for ; and finding him very ill, 
told him it was impossible for him to live, .ind that he 
had better send for a priest. The old man answered, 
"Verywell,"buttooknomore notice of it. Nopriestwas 
sent for by him. A few days afterwards (it would ap- 
pear on Sunday, the 28th February) Gasquet again saw 
him, and observed — " He ought to have port wine and 
arrowroot ; but, poor man, it is impossible he can have 
them." The landlord, in whose house Carre dwelt, 
hearing this, said immediately that Carre was very rich, 
and was able to have anything he Uked. On the same 
day, after morning mass, Gasquet goes to Mr. Holdstock, 
the priest in direction of the schools of St. Aloysius, 
at Somerstown, and tells him that there was a man of 
large fortune dying in a garret, in a neighbouring street, 
that he would not recover, and that he had better go 
and see him. Mr. Holdstock lost no time ; went to see 
him the afternoon of that same day, Sunday, and on 
that occasion took instructions for his will from this old 
man, whom he had never seen before, and who had not 
even sent for him. The paper on which those instruc- 
tions were taken was lost or mislaid; but their al- 
leged purport was in conformity with the will 
subsequently prepared. That same evening Mr. 
Holdstock sent for Mr. John Athanasius Cooke, 
a member of the Chancery bar in England. Mr. 
Cooke had been a convert, and at the time was an 
attendant at Mr. Holdstock's chapel; and though 
he had never seen Carre, nor had ever received instruc- 
tions from him, he at once took upon himself to prepare 
a will, by which the sum of £7,000 was bequcatlied to 
the Somerstown schools, and the sura of £3,000 was dis- 
tributed among Carre's relations in France, in the very 
same proportions in which the statute of distributions 
would have given it to them, without the intervention 
of a will at ail. And of that will Dr. Griffiths, the 
Roman Catholic bishop of London district, and Mr. J, 
A. Cooke, were appointed trustees, and Mr. J. A. 
Cooke executor. 

With this will in his pocket, and accompanied by Mr. 
Holdstock, Mr. Cooke went to old Carre on the following 
day (Monday) ; and during their visit a call at Carre's 
lodgings was made by two women — one of them Mr. 
Holdstock's housekeeper, the otheraneighbouriog school- 
mistress. These women (evidently intended to actas wit- 



nesses, though entirely unacquainted with Carri) were, 
however, dismissed on this occasion, as Carri refused 
to sign the will. It then occurred to Mr. Cooke, as the will 
was not proceeded with, that there might be an improve- 
ment in the management of the matter ; and accord- 
ingly he suggested the execntioD of s deed, with a power 
of attorney, to transfer th» £7,000 into the namee 
of Carre, Mr. Cooke, and Dr. Grifltths, the Ro- 
man Catholic bishop, and at th* sama time a will to be 
made, disposing of the remaining £3,000 amongst tb« 
next of kin. 

The manifest object of this scheme tfu not merely to 
save legacy duty, but to conceal from th« relatives alto- 
gether the amount of the property, and lead them to 
suppose that the will was conversant with all that 
he possessed. 

'These documents were also prepared by Mr. Cooke ; 
and on the Thursday following Mr. Cooke, accompa. 
■nied, as before, by Mr. Holdstock, aud attended by the 
schoolmistress and a Mr. Hay, a clerk in the banking- 
house of the Messrs. Wright, the Roman Catholic ban- 
kers, proceeded to old Carre's lodgings. The descrip- 
tion of what passed there is certainly striking. On 
arriving they were told that Mr. Carri was too ill to see 
them — " Very ill, and did not wish to see them." The 
priest said he was not to be treated in that man- 
ner, and rushed up to the bed-room of the dying man, 
and shortly afterwards called up the rest. All the wit- 
nesses agree in stating that the only words used by 
Carre were, " You may leave these papers." Mr. Cooke, 
on hearing this, took his hat, and was about to leave th« 
room. Not so the priest, who desired him to sit still ; 
and then, approaching the old man, spoke something to 
him in French. Whatever he said, the result was, that 
the priest, leaning over the ' ' flap of a box" (in which 
the old miser had for years slept), held him up by the 
back, put a pen into his hand, and the documents were 
then executed : by the one conveying away £7,000 ofhi» 
property to men he had never seen or known before, 
and by the other making two men, neither of whom he 
knew, the distributors of the remaining £3,000 among 
his next of kin. Nor was this all, the deed reserved to 
old Carre the usual power of appointment over the 
fund, by deed, in a certain manner ; and of course, under 
such circumstances, the custody of the deed ought to 
have remained with the party having such power, for 
otherwise the exercise of the power would, to a great 
extent, if not entirely, be at the discretion of the person 
in whose custody the deed was, and this seems to have 
been the idea of Carre ; for having signed the documents, 
he said to Cooke — " Now you may leave them." Not so, 
thought Mr. Cooke, and he insisted that the possession 
of the deed should remain with himself. The reason! 
and excuses assigned by Mr. Cooke for thus proceeding 
are certainly most contradictory ; and tliough too long 
for insertion, we venture to say that the perusal of hii 
evidence on this subject affords one of the most striking 
instances that has ever come before the public of the 
extent to which zeal in the service of the Church can 
pervert the human intellect, and blind its votary to the 
plainest principle of professional honour and integrity. 
The possession of the deed thus secured, the next 
step to be taken was to eff'ect an immediate transfer into 
the names of the trustees appointed by the deed. The 
execution of the deed and will was on Thursday; and 
on the following morning, Friday, the power of attor- 
ney was lodged at the bank. On Saturday, although, ar 
Mr. Cooke says, he "did not know Carri was worse," 
still, having been at early mass on that morning, 
" he had a strong feeling on his mind that he ought to 
transfer the stock that day.'' Accordingly, he is at the 
broker's office before the office is open ; he pays "an 
expedition fee" at the bank. The transfer is completed 
certainly before half-past one o'clock. Returning home 
in a cab, he calls at poor Carre's house ; the landlord 
runs down stairs, and says—" He is gone, sir." "Gone 

do you mean dead?" returns Cooke. " Yes." He 

then anxiously ascertains that he had died at ten 
minutes past four. Had his death been sooner, or the 
transfer been later, the arrangements would have been 
all defeated. Now, however, Mr. Cooke thought all 
was right. His duty to the Church was fully discharged, 
and accordingly he forthwith proceeds to lodge the 
deed with Dr. Griffiths, his co-trustee, and the Roman 
Catholic bishop of the London district, who receives it 
without surprise, and as if already acquainted with iti 
contents. 

Such are the leading facts of this extraordinary case, 
as detailed in the affidavits and examinations in the 
Court of Chancery, and subsequently given in evidence 
before the Committee of the House of Commons ; and up 
to the point to which we liave now brought our reader* 
it might be said, that this was nothing more than the 
ordinary case of undue influence exercised over a dying 
man by an ofiicious priest and a meddling lawyer, and 
their individual misconduct would afi"(>rd no legitimate 
ground of charge against clerical influence. We shall 
now state the subsequent history of this case, in order 
to enable our readers to judge whether our charge 
against the system is well founded. The whole of the 
above facts were indisputably established, both in the 
Ciiancery suit and before the Committee ; and conse- 
quently brought prominently before the notice of Cardinal 
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Witeinan, »ad the other leading autiioricie* of the 
Ronis)) Cbarcb. And though neither he nor Dr. Grif- 
fith ))Md originnllf may concern in the concoction of 
the instruments, yet undoubtedly it was in their 
pover, when made aware of the mode in which this affair 
hafl been oonducted, to have renounced, on the part of 
the church to which they belonged, any benefit from a 
f ift obtained in suuh a manner. And surely if parties, 
wlfen made conrertmt of a fraud, consent to profit by 
it, they are morally responsible, and must be held to 
have swctionad tha conduct of those who have been 
active in ita perpetrttion. The suit in Chancery insti- 
tuted against Dr. 'Wiseman, after beins; opposed in every 
statge with all the vigour thnt the ability of able advo- 
cates could bring to bear on it, was finally terminated by 
a compromise, whicbi in effect, admitted the truth of the 
allegations, and which, though it left the Roman Catho- 
lic Church in possession of a portion of their prey, yet, 
by the compulsory restitution of the larger part, showed 
to the world their own conviction of the nature and cha- 
racter of the whole transaction. Nor was this willing, 
new to bargain even for a portion of the money so 
taipted (he only circumstance to connect the Roman 
Catholic clergy, aa a body, with this transaction. It 
further appears that the plaintiff, Metairie, who had ven- 
tured to appeal to the courts of justice in such a case, 
wi^i forced, in consequence of his doing so, to leave 
France altogether, and come and reside in England. In 
his evidence, he states — " That after the hearing of the 
suit, as all the inhabitants of my couutrry were lioman 
Catholics, I was ill looked upon, and I found I should 
have no work. I was so badly treated in my country 
(Bretagne) that two boys of mine, who were at school, 
were expelled ; the priest spoke to the teacher, and the 
teacher sent them away. I wished to know why they 
were sent away ? I asked the master ; he began to cry, 
and said it was not in his power." 

" Had you any other reason for leaving the country 
betides the circumstance of your children being obliged 
to leave the school?" 

" I was afraid of the priests, the priests are so 
powerful in that country. They called me a bad man, 
and, as I went along the streets, the people pointed at 
me and my wife, and looked at me, and turned away 
from me." 

" They treated you as a very bad man." 
"Yes; not only the priests, but the nobility and rich 
persons of the country are all on the side of tlie priests." 
With the foregoing facts before us, we confidently ask 
any impartial reader, have we or have we not a sufiicient 
ground on which to rest our charge, that the Roman 
Catholic system has a tendency to sanction practices, 
the aim, end, and object of which are to increase tlie 
wealth of their various institutions, at the expense of 
the fair and legitimate claims of others, and to extract 
from the weakness or fears of dying sinners the property 
they themselves can no longer enjoy ? 

Has Mr. Holdstoek, the cimcoctor of the transaction, 
by which the cofiers of the Church were to be so largely 
augmented, ever received reproof from his spiritual 
■uperiors ; or have they, when the facts were brought 
prominently before them, repudiated or disowned in 
any way his proceedings? And if so, have we not a right 
to assume that his conduct was sanctioned and approved 
by those whom we rtiay with justice regard as the best 
exponents of lioman Catliolic teaching and doctrine? 



TALK OF THE ROAD— NO. IX. 

"Well, Pat, I thought long to see you, to get the 
nem of Kilcomraon ; how is it at all ?" 

" Well, its bad enough, Jem, and its good enough, 
too." 

"And how's that, Pat?" said Jem; "tell us all 
abont it." 

" Well, it's bad enough with Father John, stirring up 
altthe blackguards ; younever saw the like; anydacent 
man would be ashamed of it ; but Father John is ashamed 
of nothing. The readers was covered with mud, and 
half kilt with stones a dozen times ; but some of 
the boys got put up for that, so matters is easier that 
way now, at least in the town ; but if the readers go out 
into the country parts, there's enough to set on them as 
if they were mad dogs ; but that is not the worst ; it's 
the bad words of a deal of these people that makes me 
think worse of the teaching the people has been getting 
than anything. Oh, the shockinist words that you 
haar them crying out after the readers, and Mr. Owens, 
and the new clergyman that's come on the mission, 
tbtongh the streets. Now, you would be ashamed to 
tbtnk that the worst of the bad women on the street 
ooald say such words ; and all dacent people, women and 
cWldren, has to listen to them." 

" And doesn't Father John stop that, anyway ?" said 

"Never a word he said against it yet," said Pat, 
" nor won't, I know. But I'm not come to the worst 

yM: it is the , songs — oh! them songs it would make 

a bad woman ashamed to hear some of them sung in 
tke streets ; and there isn't roan, woman, or child in 
Kilcommon that doesn't know that it's Father John gets 
tttttn tonga out. And then to hear them songs about I 
Mrs. Owens ; it's the biggest shame that ever came upon ' 



Kilcommon ; and when I met Mr. Owens the other day 
X was ashamed to look at him. ■ And what's the matter 
with you to-day, Pat ?' says he ; and when he worked 
it out of me, I had to say, 'I>eed I'm ashamed to look 
at your reverence about Mrs. Owen,' says I. 'Oh, is 
that it?' says he. ' Well, says he, don't mind about 
.Mrs. Owen, says he, or me, says he; for it doesn't 
hurt us, says he ; and we expected that, says he ; be- 
cause in every place where a clergyman goes to show 
the Douay Bible to Roman Catholics, says he, the 
priests always get the blackguards to insult hit wife 
and daughters that way, says he ; because they think 
we can't stand that, says he ; but they're wrong, says 
he ; for we know that there's a blessing to them that 
sufi'er shame for the name of Christ ; and he will help 
us to bear that, and mori.', for the sake of touls. 
We know its the priests' way of managing religious 
controversy, says he, and the only way they have any 
chance at, says he ; and so we made up our minds to 
all that before we begun, says he; so don't mind about 
us. But it makes me ashamed for my country, says be, 
and it makes me blush for the name of Irishman, to 
think they can be taught to insult a modest woman 
with filthy songs.' So I thought when he had done, 
that it was better for him that bore it than for them 
that taught it."* 
" Well, now, tell us how it's good enough," said Jem. 
" Well, I will," said Pat ; " sure Mr. Owens and the 

missioner — that's the Rev. Mr. Burke that's come has 

opened what they call a controversial class : its a meet- 
ing where everybody may come and talk, and argue, 
and question, as much as they like, and Mr. Owens 
and .Mr. Burke to answer them all." 

" Well, and does any Catholics go ?" says Jem. 

" A deal of them," says Pat. 

" And how do they behave there?" said Jem. 

" Oh, quite dacent and proper," said Pat ; " for no 

one goes there that Father John can stop; and though 

there's some that's mighty earnest for their own way, 

and thinks they can puzzle any clergyman at all, yet 

they're not under Father John's thumb, or they wouldn't 

be there ; so they argue quite fair and clever ; and Mr. 

Burke and Mr. Owens answers them so fair and so 

kind, that they're well pleased, even when they're beat ; 

and it's the pleasantest and thehamperedestplanat all." 

" And what do they talk about?" says Jem. 

" Why, the last night," said Pat, " fiey were talking 

about mortal and venial sin. And first, Mr. Owens 

says, says he, ' Is there anytliing in the Douay Bible, 

says he, to show that there is any such difiference as 

mortal and venial in the nature of sinful actions' ? ' Sure 

there is,' says Phil Dooley, who is a mighty good 

scholar, and has bought a Douay Bible to bring with 

him. 'And where is it,' says Mr. Owens? So Phil 

Dooley opened his Bible and read — ' He that knoweth 

his brother to sin a sin which is not to death, let hiin ask, 

and life shall be given to him who sinneth not to death. 

There is a sin unto death.' — 1 Jolin v. 16. So Phil 

looked quite satisfied, and was going to shut the book." 

" Stop a minute," said Mr. Burke; "just read the 

note on that in the Douay Bible." 

So Phil read — " It is hard to determine what St. 
John here calls a sin which is not to death, and a sin 
which is unto death. The difference cannot be the 
same as betwi.\t sins that are called venial and mortal." 
" That will do." said Mr. Burke. " I thought the 
Church of Rome had the true interpretation of Scripture, 
but it seems they find it hard to interpret this ; but 
they are agreed with us that this verse does not mean 
the difference between mortal and venial sin, and that 
is enough for what we are at tonight. But can any 
one show anything else about in it the Douay Bible ?" 
says he. 
And no one had anything to say. 
" No wonder," said Mr. Owens, "for there is nothing 
in the Douay Bible about it ; but can any one tell me 
how they learned anything about it, when it's not in the 
Bible ?" 

"Sure I learned it in the catecliism," said Peter 
Foley. 

" And what catechism did you learn ?" said Mr. 
Owens. 

" Plunket's Catechism," said Peter Foley. 
"How many chief kinds are there of mortal sin?" 
said Mr. Owens. 
" Seven, called capital sins," said Peter Foley. 
" Which are the seven called capital sins ?" said Mr. 
Owens. 

" Pride, covetousness, lust, anger, gluttony, sloth," 
said Peter Foley.f 

"Turn to Apocalypse, ch. xxi., last half of the 8th 
verse," said Mr. Owens. 

So Foley read — "All liars, they shall have their por- 
tion in the pool burning with fire and brimstone." 
" Is lying a mortal sin ?" said Mr. Owens. 
" Well, it must be," said Foley, "if liars will go to 
hell." 

" Which of the seven mortal sics is it?" said Mr. 
Owens. 



" Well, it's not among them in the catechum," Mid 
ffoley. 

" Is idolatry araortal tin?" said Mr. Owens. 

" Surely it it," said Foley. 

" Which of the seven is it?" said Mr. Owens. 

" Well, it's not among them either," said Foley. 

" Well," taid Mr. Owent, " it seems dangerous to 
trust in that catechism, for fear we might come under the 
judgment of God, for mortal sins that are not among 
the seven. Now," says Mr. Owens, " can you tell me, 
out of the catechism, what is venial sin?" 

" A less offence to God, which does not deprive ua of 
sanctifying grace nor deserve hell,"' said Foley. 

" And can you tell me, out of the catechism, what 
sort of things are venial sins ?" said Mr. Owens. 

" No," says Foley, " that's not in it," says he. 

" Well I think it might," said Mr. Owens, " if it's of 
such consequence to know the differ. 

" I can tell it, your reverence, for it's in mine," 
said Peter Dooley, 

" Oh, you learned Dr. Doyle's Catechism, or tb* 
Christian Doctrine," said Mr. Owens. 

"I did, your reverence," says Peter, "and here it 
it — A venial sin, for example, a vain word, an officiooi 
jesting lie, the theft of a pin or an apple." 

" Does the Douay Bible tell us that vain words are 
venial sins ?" says Mr. Owens. 

"It does not, your reverence," says I, "for the Douay 
Bible tells us, in Matthew xii. 36, that Christ him- 
self said — ' I say unto you, that every idle word that 
man shall speak, they shall render an account for it in 
the day of judgment.' " 

"Very good," says Mr. Owens. "Now take the 
next. Does the Douay Bible say that any lies are 
venial sins ?" 

" Well, we had that already, said Peter Dooley — 
' All liars shall have their portion in the pool burn- 
ing with fire and brimstone ;' that, surely, is hell : so 
there is no use in saying that any liars are only guilty 
of venial sin." 

" Now take the third," says Mr. Owens. " Does 
the Douay Bible say that stealing apples is a venial 
sin?" 

"Well," says Daly, the schoolmaster, "if it wasn't 
Eve taking an apple, or the likes, that brought sin and 
death into the world?" 

"Quite right," says Mr. Owens; "and now," says 
he, " look to your catechisms, and look, to your own 
souls, if you trust to catechisms, that tell you these tliree 
things are venial sins, that cannot break charity between 
God and man, when the Douay Bible tells you that these 
three things bring men under death, judgment, and 
hell." 

And with that Mr. Burke says — " One word, boys, 
before we stop. What is sin?" Well, now, d.i :sn't it 
seem a mighty easy question ? and yet, no one had an 
answer ! So Mr. Burke opened the Douay Bible, at 
1 John, chap, iii., verse 4, and read — " Whosoever com- 
mitteth sin conmiitteth also iniquity ; and sin is ini- 
quily." " Now," says he, "can a man commit sin at 
all without committing iniquity ?" So he put it all 
round to the boys, and ill allowed that was plain, for 
" Whosoever committeth sin committeth also iniquity." 
" Well," says Mr. Burke, "if a man commits a venial 
sin, does he commit sin or not?" So all the boys al- 
lowed that he does. "And does he commit iniquity?" 
says Mr. Burke. So they allowed that, too. " And 
will any man tell me that iniquity does not break 
charity between God and man ?" says Mr. Burke ; so 
some one answered him that, for Habaccuc the prophet 
says to God — " Thy eyes are too pure to behold evil, 
and thou canst not look on iniquity." — Chap. i. 13, 
" So," says Mr. Burke, " if venial sin is not iniquity, 
it is not sin at all ; and if it is sin it is iniquity, and 
God is too pure to look on it, and it puts us out of the 
favour of God ; and so your catechism is wrong. All 
sin is iniquity, and is hateful to God, and there is no 
remedy for any sin but the one : * The blood of Jesos 
Christ cleanseth from all sin.' " 

"So the boys went away for that night," said Pat. 

"And it's I tliat will be there some night, I hope," 
says Jem. 

So if we hear of Pat and Jem being there again, we 
will tell all we hear. 



* W« know the names of the parties, and the facts ; aod we, too, 
blush to say, that erery fact that Pat here states at/out this system of 
jii<.ult to females is strictly true, and has aetualir bappeofld. — 
Ed C. L. 



upon ^ t Flonket'a Catecliim, pp. 33 and 33. 



BAPTISM OF A BELL. 

TRANSLATED FROM THE FBESCH. 

The following account of the baptism of a bell appeared, 
in the course of last summer, in a number of the Chretien 
Beige, and I take the liberty of sending the enclosed 
translation for insertion in the Catholic Lathan, at 

I think it is a subject which has been seldom noticed : 

"3rd July, 1852. 
" Dear Brother — A few days ago our whole parish 
was in a state of excitement. We had just heard that a 
new bell, of which we had long felt the need, had arrived 
in our village, and that on the ne.\t day it was to be 
baptized ; and as few of the people had ever seen a cere- 
mony of the kind, every one seemed resolved to attend; 
and as I wished to judge by personal observation of the 
true character of such a proceeding, I determined also to 

• FluiUtet'a Catechism, p. 33. 



